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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The present study is important for emerging markets as it study the relationship between dividend policy indicators DPR, DY, DCR, and DC and the earnings capacity of non-financial firms listed on the exchange. The researcher conclude that all the variables are positively and significantly associated with profitability. The study recommends that corporate managers adopt sustainable dividend strategies that balance shareholder returns with reinvestment needs. Regulators should strengthen guidelines to ensure transparent dividend practices, while investors should consider dividend indicators when making investment decisions.
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